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A lot of people think that welfare
was transformed and people on it are
required to move towards work. No,
unless the States have a way they’re
doing that in a more effective way than
I’'m hearing about. In the Federal Gov-
ernment, there is no longer a work re-
quirement. There is an incentive not to
work, and we’re watching more and
more families become the second and
the third and maybe even the fourth
generation who have lived on these
programs.

Where do they learn their work
ethic? Where do their children learn
their work ethic? Who’s pushing them?
Who’s showing them the rewards and
pride of being industrious and produc-
tive and creative and the responsibility
that we have to the broader society?

Each one of us has a little cell in a
giant spreadsheet. That giant spread-
sheet has over 300 million cells in it,
people, Americans living here. We have
skills that are God-given and gifts.
And, yes, we are a product of our genes
and our environment, and the product
of that together makes us who we are.
But we have a responsibility to con-
tribute to the broader society and un-
derstand where we fit in that giant
spreadsheet, and we have a responsi-
bility to work, earn, save, invest, and
leave this world a better place than it
was when we came, and hopefully raise
our children with those values to be
even stronger and even better than the
values we were raised with.

This huge hammock that used to be a
safety net that we call the ‘“‘welfare
system” is eroding that. The contempt
for the rule of law that spills out of the
debate in the United States Senate and
here in the House of Representatives
erodes our American way of life. How
do we think that we can move America
beyond the shining city on the hill to
another level of our destiny at an alti-
tude higher and better and clearer and
more pure and more industrious and
more productive with more freedom
and a better example for Western
Judeo-Christiandom if we’re going to
continue to reward people for not con-
tributing to that value in their single
cell in that spreadsheet of over 300 mil-
lion Americans?

We’ve got a responsibility to use
these gifts that we have. Let’s go to
work. Let’s strengthen our values.
Let’s strengthen our families. Let’s
protect the rule of law. Let’s not tell
ourselves that there’s a goal here of po-
litical expediency, that somehow be-
cause a couple of talking heads woke
up the morning after the election and
concluded that if Mitt Romney had
just not said the words ‘‘self-deport’’ he
would be the President of the United
States today and so now we have to
pass a comprehensive immigration re-
form bill in order to send a message to
start a conversation so that in the next
election or some subsequent election a
Republican can win a national election
again.

Who comes to that conclusion?
There’s no data out there that supports
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that. That’s just simply a belief that
has been created and it’s self-perpet-
uating, but it cannot sustain itself
when you look at exit polls, when you
look at public survey polls.

Yes, I know a good number of people
that they’re talking about. I know peo-
ple who are here legally and illegally
who have got a good work ethic.
They’re good entrepreneurs. They’re
good family people. They’ve got values
that are a credit to the United States
of America, although they broke the
law to get here. They’ve got values
that are a credit to our country. I
know some of them, and I see those
faces. I can see them in my mind’s eye,
and I can see it in the children that
come to our schools.

There’s a school in my district that’s
85 percent minority, and 65 percent of
them came to school on their first day
not speaking English. It’s never the
kids’ fault. It’s never their fault. It’s
our fault. It’s the fault of the adults
that are supposed to be running this
country, protecting and restoring the
rule of law. That’s the responsibility.

But this is not going to be fixed by
the legislature. It’s not going to be
fixed by the United States Congress.
We can’t pass a promise to enforce the
borders and trade it off for perpetual
amnesty and think somehow we’ve got
a deal that’s going to make this a bet-
ter country and now we can restore the
rule of law. We cannot. The only way
you can restore the rule of law is to en-
force the law.

The President has decided that he
will refuse to enforce the law, and it
makes it clear to me—and it should be
clear to everybody in this country that
is watching this issue—that this is not
a legislative problem. The legislature
cannot fix the problem that is of the
President of the United States making
his refusal to abide by his own oath of
office and take care that the laws are
faithfully enforced. It is an executive
branch problem. We can do some things
to rein him in, but it’s very difficult
with the majority and the Senate being
run by HARRY REID.

So, practically speaking, Mr. Speak-
er, it’s up to the American people. The
American people have to be well-in-
formed. They will draw good judgments
when they’re well-informed. The Amer-
ican people need to speak up. I hope
the American people don’t need to rise
up to answer this and say: Our ances-
tors came here. We came here. We fol-
lowed the law. We got in line according
to the law. We didn’t ask for amnesty.
We went forward and received our nat-
uralization papers after we had met
those qualifications.

I've spoken at a good number of nat-
uralization ceremonies. It’s a very re-
warding experience to do so.
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The people that came here the right
way that followed our laws are the
ones that respect our laws today. The
people that had disrespect for our laws,
if they’re rewarded for breaking them,

H2565

how much respect will they have for
any of our other laws? Will they be like
the President to pick and choose the
law that he likes? I suggest, no. Lady
Justice is blind. Not only blind, it
doesn’t matter what economic status
or what cultural status you might have
or how much influence you might have
in your community, justice is blind be-
fore the law.

Also, we need to make sure that all
laws are applied to all of us equally,
that we don’t exempt people from
them, reward them for breaking them.
In fact, Robert Rector put it this way.
He said everyone who would be given
amnesty under this—this 11 million
that I think is 20 or more million—
their only claim to all of these welfare
benefits and the benefits of living in
American society and civilization,
their only claim, is that they broke our
laws.

So the definition of ‘“‘amnesty,” Mr.
Speaker, is this: to grant someone am-
nesty is to pardon immigration law
breakers and reward them with the ob-
jective of their crime. That’s what am-
nesty is.

The proponents of the 844-page bill,
the Gang of Eight in the Senate and
the secret committee in the House,
they understand that. They understand
it; that’s why they keep denying their
bill is amnesty. There’s no rational
analysis that says otherwise, Mr.
Speaker.

And so I urge the American people,
through my counsel with you in this
speech, to take a good look at the Rec-
tor study. The Heritage Foundation re-
leased it this past Monday at 11 a.m.,
and it’s titled, ‘“The Fiscal Cost of Un-
lawful Immigrants and Amnesty to the
U.S. Taxpayer,” dated May 6, 2013.
That good study will inform a lot of
Americans.

We’re going to have another immi-
gration debate, and I'm going to sug-
gest that the American people in their
sound judgment will come down on the
side of the rule of law, the Constitu-
tion, and what’s good for the best long-
term interest of America, the best eco-
nomic, social, and cultural benefit of
the United States of America, with
passion and with compassion for all
people who should live with God-given
dignity.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

——

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. FLORES (at the request of Mr.
CANTOR) for today on account of speak-
ing at graduation ceremonies at Texas
A&M University.

——
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 32 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
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